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BEFORE THE ARIZONA MEDICAL BOARD

In the Matter of _ :
Board Case No. MD-03-0684A
VENU G. MENON, M.D. :
FINDINGS OF FACT,
Holder of License No. 12360 CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

For the Practice of Allopathic Medicine AND ORDER

In the State of Arizona. (Letter of Reprimand)

The Arizona Medical Board (“Board”) considered this matter at its publi'c meeting
on October 14, 2004. Venu G. Menon, M.D., (“Respondent”) appeared before the
Board without legal counsel for a formal interview pursuant to the authority vested in the
Board by A.R.S. § 32-1451(H). The Board voted to issue the following findings of fact,
conclusions of law and Qrder after due consideration of the facts and law applicable to
this matter.

- FINDINGS OF FACT

1. The Board is t‘h‘e duly constituted authority for the regulation and control of
the practice of allopathic medicine in the State of Arizona.

2. Respondent is the holder of License No. 12360 for the practice of allopathic
medicine in the State of Arizona.

3. The Board initiated case number MD-03-0684A after receiving notification
that on May 14, 2003 the State Medical Board of Ohio suspended Respondent's
certiﬁcate to practice medicine and surgery for one year. The suspension was stayed
and Respondent was placed on three years probation. Ohio’s action was based on the
Oklahoma State Board of Medical Licensure and Supervision denying reinstatement of

Respondent’s medical license because of his loss of privileges at two hospitals in Ohio
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based on quality of care issues and his submittal of false information on his Oklahoma
reinstatement application.

| 4. Respondent was asked why he answered the question on the Oklahoma
application relating to hospital privileges being denied, removed or suspended in the
negative when he had Iost:pr‘ivileges at a hospital in Ohio because of his recordkeép,ing
and unavailability for service. Respondent stated that he did not consider the Ohio
hospital’s action a termination of his privileges. Respondent maintéined he did not
consider the action a termination even after the Board noted that the letter he received
from the hospital was a letter of termination.

5. Respondent was asked about the termination of privileges by a second
Ohio hospital for quality of care concerns. Respondent testified that the quality of care
issue was really nothing at all and he was terminated for poiitical reasons. Respondent
was asked how he could again maintain his privileges were not terminated for quality of
care issues when the letter from this hospital also indicated that his privileges were
removed due to quality of care concerns. Respondent stated that he answered the
question honestly.

6. Respondent wés asked about his answering “no” to the question whether
he had ever been named as a defendant in a civil suit, including malpractice, wheh on
the same application he admitted to having paid a malpractice claim. Respondent
stated that since the claim was paid outside of a court action he marked “no” to the
question about the suit, but “yes” to the question about a malpractice claim.

6. Respondent's énswers to the questions on his Oklahoma application are

knowingly false or misleading.
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7. The actions taken by Ohio and Oklahoma against Respondent for
unprofessional conduct correspond directly to an act of unprofessional conduct in the
Arizona Medical Practice Act.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1. The Arizona Medical Board possesses jurisdictidn over the subject matter
hereof and over Respondent.

2. The Board has received substantial evidence supporting the Findings of
Fact described above and said findings constitute unprofessional conduct or other
grounds for the Board to take disciplinary action.

3. The conduct and circumstances described above constitutes unprofessional
conduct pursuant to A.R.S. § 32-1401(27)(0) (“[a]ction taken against a doctor of
medicine by another licensing or regulatory jurisdiction . . . for unprofessional conduct
as defined by that jurisdiction that corresponds directly or indirectly to an act of
unprofessional conduct prescribed by this paragraph..;” and 32-1401(27)(jj)
(“[kInowingly making a false or misleading statement to the board or on a form required
by the board or in written correspondence, including attachments, with the board.”

ORDER

Based upon the foregoing Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that:

Respondent is issued a Leﬁer of Reprimand for aqtion taken against him by
other state regulatory boards for unprofessional conduct that corresponds to the act of
unprofessional conduct of knowingly making a false or misleadihg statement on a form

required by the Board.
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RIGHT TO PETITION FOR REHEARING OR REVIEW
Respondent is hereby notified that he has the right to petition for a rehearing or

review. The petition for rehearing or review must be filed with the Board within thirty (30)

~ days after service of this Order and must set forth legally sufficient reasons for granting a

rehearing or review. A.R.S. § 41-1092.09, A.A.C. R4-16-102, it. Service of this order is
effective five (5) days after date of mailing. |f a motion for rehearing or review is not filed,
the Board’s Order becomes effective thirty-five (35) days after it is mailed to Respondent.

f?espondent is further ‘notified that the filing of a motion for rehearing or review is

required to preserve any rights of appeal to the Superior Court.

DATED this 4 day of S-A\)()CJ:L , 2005.

L)
‘\“ ‘.l 7’

SPNEDICE

O * '00

- THE ARIZONA MEDICAL BOARD

2

TIMOTHY C. MILLER, J.D.
Executive Director

ORIGINAL of Be foregoing filed this
5 day of Jamnsky , 2005 with:

Arizona Medical Board i
9545 East Doubletree Ranch Road
Scottsdale, Arizona 85258

Executed copy of the foregoing
mailed by U.S. Certified Mail this

day of —Wgwb/ , 2005, to:

IVenu G. Menon, M.D.
Address Qf Record




